From: James McKenna

To: Chip Humphrey/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; riw@nwnatural.com
Cc: cstivers@anchorgea.com; jworonets@anchorgea.com; kpine@anchorgea.com;

Kelly.Madalinski@portofportland.com; RICKA@BES.CI.PORTLAND.OR.US; Eric Blischke/R10/USEPA/US@EPA;
Kristine Koch/R10/USEPA/US@EPA; ANDERSON.Jim@deq.state.or.us; Sean Sheldrake/R10/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject: Re: EPA response to May 5, 2010 LWG letter re: PRGs for the Portland Harbor FS

Date: 06/03/2010 04:21 PM

Thanks Chip, we"ll forward this to our team. Jim.

Sent using BlackBerry

————— Original Message----- ) )

From: Humphrey.Chip@epamail.epa.gov <Humphrey.Chip@epamail.epa.gov>

To: Bob Wyatt <rjw@nwnatural._.com>; jim.mckenna@verdantllc.com
<%|m.mckennq@ver antllc.com> R

CC: Carl Stivers <cstivers@anchorgea.com>; Jennifer Woronets ) )
<jworonets@anchorgea.com>; Keith Pine <kpine@anchorgea.com>; Madalinski,
eIIK <Kellg.Mada inski@portofportland.com>; Rick Applegate

<RICKA@BES.CI .PORTLAND.OR.US>; Blischke.Eric@epamail.epa.gov
<Blischke.Eric@epamail.epa.gov>; Koch.Kristine@epamail.epa.gov
<Koch.Kristine@epamail .epa.gov>; ANDERSON Jim M )
<ANDERSON.Jim@deq.state.or.us>; Sheldrake.Sean@epamail.epa.gov
<Sheldrake.Sean@epamail .epa.gov>

Sent: Thu Jun 03 16:11:47 2010

Subject: EPA response to May 5, 2010 LWG letter re: PRGs for the
Portland Harbor FS

Bob & Jim

EPA has reviewed the Lower Willamette Group®s (LWG) May 5, 2010 letter
regarding EPA"s April 21, 2010 comments on PRGs for the Portland Harbor
Feasibility Study (FS). EPA notes that that LWG had no further
response to EPA"s comments except for EPA"s comment on inclusion of
level 2 and level 3 effects for all four sediment toxicity endpoints.

EPA acknowledges that the LWG disagrees on a technical basis that Level
2 endpoints or the Hyalella biomass Level 2 or 3 endpoints reliably_
represent toxicity in study area sediments. In the interest of moving
the FS forward, however, the LWG _has agreed to use EPA"s July 2009
reference envelope values, as preVIOUSVy directed, in the screening of
alternatives for_the FS and that the LWG will provide additional
technical analysis regarding the use of the Level 2_endpoints and the
Hﬁalﬁl[a biomass endpoint at the time of the screening of alternatives
check-in.

EPA agrees that proceeding with the FS screening of alternatives based
on our previous direction is the best path forward to avoid delays in
getting the FS started. However, as noted in the LWG"s letter, EPA’s
review _and comment on_methods to assess risks to the benthic community
are still underway. EPA expects that these comments will also inform
the weight given the Level 2 endpoints and the Hyalella biomass Level 2
or 3 endpoints.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Chip Humphre
EPAp phrey
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